
Merch 29, 1971 

Err. Sal17 0. sbelauitx 
597 Dover Road 
OEemmide, L.I., Sew York 11572 

Dear Mrs. Sbelouitt, 

Thank you for your letter of Mach 18th coaceruing the 
conquert of cancer. You are indeed correct ia identifying no 
deep iatercrt in this 8ubject. Without tbr erticulate exprarrion 
of the intero8t of citixeur like yourtelf nothing ureful ir likely 
to be rccbaplirhed by vay of the mecerrary lagirletive and executive 
initiltiver. 

It v&8 unfortwmte that the frrae of ertebllehing a firm 
comitmettt to the rolstion of cancer problem ha8 become confused 
vith a particul8r proporal for the orgmiration of the effort. 
1 refer erpecfrrlljr to the Hational Cmcer Autborit7. At one ttm I 
believed that we would heve to prerr for thir ltiod of reageaization 
ia order to get any memiugful action vithia HWJ end the executLve 
br8ncb. Eouever’, uow thrt the l&site ElorPre ha8 ude e vi$orou8 relponle, 
and hu preaired to provide vhrtever level of fudiag cm be a@&aingful\y 
u8ed, f a0 hager dvoc8te thir prrticuln fara of &dminrtratiun. Yhe 
e8trbli8hUnt Of the #&tiolral tiMeI? AtrthOrit7 l 8 8 8e)aate q&P%7 
introducer, #reve rirkr that the cancer progren vi11 become a political 
footbell, or at bert that it rr~r 8ucceed ia the 8t7le of the space 

pregra of the lart decede - -17 a iylnifLceat technical rolution 
to the womg 8et of problems. Rwthermore, the diviriom of Hill would 
not on17 ueakeu and confuea other area8 of health rertirch but would 
8180 be 8 very ttriorts detriment to work i~ canset itrelf. Ilhe phrdae 
in your letter "8 role 8uthority ret up to ihve8tigate cmcer alone” 
i8 an ettractivc 81%-, but it fo abrolutely unrelated to the scientific 
realltier of the problem. 

A8 you aay mote fro8 ag enclored writiagr I em indeed particularly 
attached to a high priority for tbe 8tudy of environaentrl fectorr in 
cancer vith a view to efficeciour prevention. But it is precirely in 
thir field that “the rtudy of cancer 8101~~ ir 8 rcientifie end tactical 
iuposoibility. frr order to evaluate the porribh function of emfironmeatal 
additive8 we m8t view their reactioar vith importmt conrtituents of 
the cell end with, for example, DEA from a muck broader psrrpective 
than %ancer alod’, If va do not do thir ue will not &mm the appropriate 
question8 to ark. Bed a cancer authority been ertablisbed 15 years ego 
along the PInerr of mm0 of its prerent advocater ve would have failed to 
learn mamy of the erresltials of molecular biology, of virtu action, and 
of iwaolog7 that only today are recogaired as being crucial to the 
crncer problem. 
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You could OQ the other bond argue that a Htioeal Cancer Authority 
uould have rufficient scope to embrace all of thete fugdemelrtal 
dircipliner . But if it did it would, in fact, be a aetiomrl health 
rueareh authority and thir is sot likely to be a&lewd by the 
dia8ection of the exi8tin$ apparatus of the NM, It ir a movement that 
I uould sdvocate - ft require8 sore careful planning <than’h_as -been- dwe 
to date but I uould certainly prero for rtrong initiatives to get such 
plannlag under v9. 

Permit me to thank you egsin for the dedication of your own 
energies to this cormon te8k. I enclosedsome edditional material that 
may be of interest to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

Jorbu8 Lederberg 
Profes8or of Genetics 
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